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REMARXS 

In die latest Office Action, claims 1, 2, 4-7, 18, 19 and 22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
102(b) as being anticipated by Bresson et al. (U.S. 5,352,507). With this amendment, applicants 
have cancelled claim 1 and amended dependent claims 2 and 4-9 so that they now d^end from 
claim 22. Basis for the amendment to claim 21 may be foimd in the specification at page 6, lines 
9-13, Basis for the amendment to claim 22 may be found at page 5, lines 23-25. 

With regard to claim 22, the Examiner refers to Fig. 3 of Bresson et al., asserting that 
layer 3 reads on "a surface layer on said iirst surface of said base ply," layer 10 reads on the 
'l3ase ply comprised of metal/* layer 9 reads on the "adhesive," and layer 4 reads on the 
"polymer in the form of a film or sheet which is adhered to the second surface of the base ply." 
Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's interpretation of Bresson's structure. Layer 
3 of Bresson is neither printable, nor a surface layer as taught and claimed in the present 
invention, but rather is an adhesive layer used within Bresson's structure to mount the cairier 1 0 
to the cylinder 1 . Nor is layer 4 of Bresson a protective polymer layer as claimed, but rather a 
compressible layer comprising a foamed elastomeric material. There is no teaching or 
suggestion in Bresson that a compressible layer would function as a protective polymeric coating 
for the puipose of reducing corrosion and abrasion of printing blankets and cylinders. One 
skilled in the art would certainly not equate layers 3 and 4 of Bresson et al. with applicants* 
claimed surface and polymer layers, especially when Bresson already teaches a printable surface 
layer 6. 

Bresson et al. do not teach a printing blanket including a printable sarface layer on the 
first surface of a metal base ply, and a polymer adhered with an adhesive to the second surface 
of the base piy. Claim 22, and dependent claims 2 and 4-9 are clearly patentable over Bresson et 
al. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-9 and 18-22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bresson et al. (5,352,507) in view of Herbison (U.S. 5,366,784), In this rejection, flie 
Examiner maintains that die adhesive layer 3 of Bresson may be equated with the claimed 
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polymer layer and that it would have been obvious to apply zinc to the adhesive layer as taught 
in Herbison for the purpose of preventing corrosion. As previously poitsted out, there is no 
motivation to make the proposed modification as Bresson et al. do not teach or suggest a desire 
fox preventing corrosion and abrasion. Further, as pointed out above» Bresson does not teach a 
structure in which a polymer layer is adhered to the second surface of a base ply with an 
adhesive as recited in claim 22, from which claims 2 and 4-9 now depend. 

With regard to claims 9 and 21 which recite the inclusion of a coirosion inhibiting fihn 
layer, the Examiner has taken the position that the application of zinc to the adhesive layer 3 of 
Bresson would constitute a multi-layer laminate as claimed. However, as taught in the present 
invention and as recited in amended claims 9 and 21, the multi-layer laminate clearly refers to 
two or more protective polymer layers including a corrosion inhibiting layer between the 
layers. See the specification at page 6, lines 1 1-13 and Fig, 2, Neither Bresson nor Herbison 
teach such a multi-layer laminate in a printing blanket structure as claimed. 

For all of the above reasons, applicants submit that claims 2^ 4-9. and 21-22, as 
amended, are patentable over the cited references. Entry of this amendment and early 
notification of allowance is respectfully requested. 



One Dayton Centre 
One South Main Street, Suite 1300 
Dayton, Ohio 45402-2023 
Telephone: (937) 449-6429 
Facsimile: (937) 449-6405 



C:\KiPonbl\DAYlX)hf\SLUNA\337i»9_IJX5C 



PAGE 6/6'RCVDAT414/20059:24:44 AM [Eastern Daylight T^^^^ 



Respectfully submitted. 
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